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EXAMINER'S ANSWER 



This is in response to the appeal brief filed August 21 , 2006 appealing from the Office 
action mailed February 24, 2006. 
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(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying by name tine real party in interest is contained in tine brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

Tine examiner is not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial 
proceedings which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the 
Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection 
contained in the brief is correct. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The summary of claimed subject matter contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The appellant's statement of the grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal is 
correct. 

(7) Claims Appendix 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 

(8) Evidence Relied Upon 

6.628,615 JOSEPH 09-2003 
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(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following grGunci(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 

that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in 

the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and was 
pubhshed under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Joseph et al. 
(TJSPN 6,628,615 - Date of Patent: September 30, 2003, herein referred to as 
"Joseph"). 

5. As to claim 1, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, including a method for 
splitting a bandwidth among a plurality of network transactions, said method 
comprising: displaying a communication requesting a priority of a network 
transaction (see col.7, linesl-20); and receiving an input indicating the priority of the 

network transaction (see col.7, lines 21-33). 

6. As to claim 2, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, fiirther comprising: monitoring a port 
address for an initiation of the network transaction (see col.6, lines 10-22, and col. 8, lines 1-26). 

7. As to claim 3, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: detecting an 
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initiation of the network transaction, wherein the communication is displayed subsequent to a 
detection of the initiation of the network transaction (see col. 5, lines 66 to col.6, lines 23). 

8. As to claim 4, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: creating a thread 
for controlling a processing of the network transaction in response to a detection of the initiation 
of the network transaction (see col.5, lines 66 to col.6, lines 23). 

9. As to claim 5, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: generating a 
priority schedule based upon the priority corresponding to the network transaction as indicated 
by the input (see col. 7, lines 1-33). 10. As to claim 6, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, 
further comprising: executing the thread to control the processing of the network transaction in 
accordance with the priority schedule (see col.7, lines 13 -33). 

1 1 . As to claim 7, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, including a system for 

splitting a bandwidth among a plurality of network transactions, said system comprising: means 

for displaying a communication requesting a priority of a network 

transaction (see col.7, linesl-20); and means for receiving an input indicating the 

priority of the network transaction (see col.7, lines.21-33). 

12. As to claim 8, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means for 
monitoring a port address for an initiation of the network transaction (see col.6, lines 10-22, and 
col. 8, lines 1-26). 

13. As to claim 9, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising; means for 
detecting an initiation of the network transaction, wherein the communication is displayed 
subsequent to a detection of the initiation of the network transaction (see col.5, lines 66 to col.6, 
lines 23). 
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14. As to claim 10, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means for 
creating a thread for controlling a processing of the network transaction in response to a 
detection of the initiation of the network transaction (see col. 5, lines 66 to col.6, lines 23). 

15. As to claim 11, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, fiirther comprising: means for 
generating a priority schedule based upon the priority corresponding to the network transaction 
as indicated by the input (see col.7, lines 1-33). 

16. As to claim 12, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: means for 
executing the thread to control the processing of the network transaction in accordance with the 
priority schedule (see col.7, lines 13 -33). 

17. As to claim 13, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, including a computer 
program product in a computer readable medium for splitting a bandwidth among a 

plurality of network transactions, said computer program product comprising: computer readable 
code for displaying a communication requesting a priority of a network transaction (see col.7, 
linesl-20); and computer readable code for receiving an input indicating the priority of the 
network transaction (see col.7, lines 21-33). 

18. As to claim 14, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, fiirther comprising: computer 
readable code for monitoring a port address for an initiation of the network transaction (see col.6, 
lines 10-22, and col.8, lines 1-26). 

19. As to claim 15, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: computer 
readable code for detecting an initiation of the network transaction, wherein the communication 
is displayed subsequent to a detection of the initiation of the network transaction (see col. 5, lines 
66 to col.6, lines 23). 
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20. As to claim 16, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: computer 
readable code for creating a thread for controlling a processing of the network transaction in 
response to a detection of the initiation of the network transaction (see col.5, lines 66 to col.6, 

lines 23). 

21. As to claim 17, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: computer 
readable code for generating a priority schedule based upon the priority corresponding to the 
network transaction as indicated by the input (see col.7, lines 1- 33). 

22. As to claim 18, Joseph teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: 
computer readable code for executing the thread to control the processing of the 
network transaction in accordance with the priority schedule (see col.7, lines 13 -33). 

(10) Response to Argument 

Appellant argues that Joseph fails to teach "displaying a communication requesting a 
priority of a network transaction". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Joseph teaches displaying a communication requesting 
a priority of a network transaction as shown in col.7, lines 1-20. 

Appellant argues that Joseph does not teach "monitoring a port address for an initiation of 
the network transaction". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Joseph teaches monitoring a port address for an 
initiation of the network transaction as shown in col.6, lines 10-22, and col.8, lines 1-26. 

Appellant argues that Joshep does not teach "the communication is displayed subsequent 
to a detection of the initiation of the network transaction". 
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Examiner respectfully disagrees. Joshep teaches the communication is displayed 
subsequent to a detection of the initiation of the network transaction as shown in col.5, line 66 to 
col.6, line 23. 

Appellant argues that Joseph does not teach "creating a thread for controlling a 
processing of the network transaction in response to a detection of the initiation of the network 
transaction". 

Examiner respectfiilly disagrees. Joseph teaches creating a thread for controlling a 
processing of the network transaction in response to a detection of the initiation of the network 
transaction as shown in col.5, line 66 to col.6, line 23. 

Appellant argues that Joseph does not teach "generating a priority schedule based upon 
the priority corresponding to the network transaction as indicated by the input". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Joseph teaches as shown in generating a priority 
schedule based upon the priority corresponding to the network transaction as indicated by the 
input col.7, lines 1-33. 

Appellant argues that Joseph does not teach "executing the thread to control the 
processing of the network transaction in accordance with the priority schedule". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Joseph teaches executing the thread to control the 
processing of the network transaction in accordance with the priority schedule as shown in col.7, 
lines 13-33. 



(11) Related Proceecling(s) Appendix 
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No decision rendered by a court or tine Board is identified by the examiner in the 
Related Appeals and Interferences section of this examiner's answer. 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 

Respectfully submitted, 
/T. N./ 

Thanh Tammy Nguyen 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2144 

/William C. Vaughn, Jr./ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2144 

Conferees: 

/William C. Vaughn, Jr./ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2144 

/John Follansbee/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2151 



